The expressions for the current and the conductance, Eqs. ͑10͒ and ͑11͒ respectively, are incorrect. The general equation for the current, Eq. ͑9͒, can be rewritten as
In order to get Eq. ͑10͒ we took ͑I L + I R ͒ = 0 in the 2 ϫ 2 degenerate subspace. However, the correct equation
which differs from ͑I L + I R ͒ due to the particular order of the matrix products. Therefore, the second term in the above equation for the current does contribute. Nevertheless, a simple expression for the Coulomb blockade conductance peak can be obtained in the linear response and weak coupling regime,
͑3͒
We have taken the voltage drop to be symmetric ͑ L =− R ͒, which is adequate in general for deriving the linear response. Notice the first term here corresponds to Eq. ͑11͒ while the second is explicitly zero whenever ⌫ L and ⌫ R commute. The above result does not take into account the spin precession induced by virtual tunneling to the leads in the noncollinear configuration. [2] [3] [4] This precession is relevant for the calculation of the tunneling magnetoresistance ͑TMR͒ only in the spinorbit case. However, since the precession is caused by an effective exchange field proportional to ⌫, 3 we expect its effect to be negligible in the strong spin-orbit case.
5 Surprisingly, the TMR ͑͒ calculated using the corrected expression remains unchanged, i.e., it is given by Eq. ͑12͒. This is due to the fact that the change in the conductance introduced by the additional term in the parallel ͑⌬G P ͒ and the antiparallel ͑⌬G AP ͒ configurations is related in a particular way, ⌬G P = ͑1+͒⌬G AP . Therefore, our results for the probability distribution of the TMR do not change.
The angular dependence of the conductance peak Eq. ͑15͒ does change, however. We now find
with cos ⌰ = B͑2͒ and G 0 a constant that does not depend on . Contrary to our original Eq. ͑15͒, this corrected expression behaves nicely when P → 1, G peak ͑2 ͒ ϰ cos 2 ͑⌰ /2͒. 4 It is worth pointing out that the condition for maximum ͑minimum͒ conductance remains unchanged-namely tan 2 m = tan g cos g . Once again, this expression does not include the effect of the spin precession induced by the exchange field ͑see Refs. 3 and 4 for details͒. The original 
